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Why Is the 

Rockefeller Commission 
So Single-Minded 

About a Lone Assassin 
In the Kennedy Case? 



W HEN (he Rockefeller Commission re- 
leased its report on its investigation of the 
CIA and related matters, I was chagrined 
to find that my testimony concerning the 
assassination of Preside,,, |„h„ F. KeLdy hadten 
m, , represent. Indeed. Ihe Rockefeller CommissSn 
created the impression that I agreed with the Warren 
Report-when in fact I had testified for more than five 
hours as to why that document is wrong in its conclusion 
ui nT y ° SWald Was ,he sole ^sassin. 

coZll f Commission no ' ™ke available to me a 
opy of my deposition or make it public so that the 
American people may be informed of my dissent with 
the reportedly unanimous conclusions of the medical 
witnesses called by the Commission? The Commission is 
perpetrating a fraud upon the public by seizing on and 
• . Z 'C a seco "dary aspect of my testimony while 

goring the primary part. This would become evident if 
my testimony were released. 

On May 7. 1975, I testified by deposition for approxi- 
mately live and one-half hours to the effect that the 
Warren Report s principal conclusion, namely, that the 

and absolT I aSSaSSinate , d by a lone gunman, was wrong " 

entdir . V ,rreC ? nCilable wi 'h the medical and sci 
entific evidence ,n the case. In technical papers I havL 

a^ailawf PU l 3l ' Shed 0n ,be case - ' have stated ^hat the 
available evidence, assuming it to be valid, gives no 

■ 22 support to theories that postulate gunmen to the front or 



.W t ', fr ° nt0ftbe Pres 'dential car; quite likely, I reiterated 
er Comm 6nt W' 6 " 8 '^ de P° sitio " the Rockefel- 

PresS KeZw ^ T™ '**' the 'hat 

resident Kennedy was shot from the grassy knoll or 

,h™ ?o'J° rWa,d IOCa “° nSi ,Ns 

therefore, represents a change from my previous views 

as K, an , d r mary thmst of testimony, as well 

as my published papers, is that the Warren Commis 
sion s single-bullet theory is wrong and that the available 
medical, physical, and photographic evidence all point 

Cltst beins carried ° ut by tw ° 

the fact that both gunmen were located to the rear of the 
President-which after all includes half the earth's 
surface— i n no way diminishes the impact of that con 
elusion. Neither does such a conclusioS have any bear- 
ng, pro or con, on the question of CIA involvement in 
the assassination; I have never claimed otherwise 

aspect of e m C r miSSi0n f °, Sei2e ° n 3 purel V secondary 
aspect of my views, namely, that I see no evidence for 

the n wTrren Re"' °? he PreS ' dent ' lo bols,er i,s claims that 
e Warren Report is correct and that the CIA was not 

or ^staff S d S el h bSUrd | aS t0 SU88eSt ,hat the Com mission 
timony lbera tely sought to misrepresent my tes- 

Representatives of the Commission repeatedly as- 

ingThe KeT ‘ri* ^ C ° mmission ' s Proses in examin- 
ing the Kennedy assassination have been restricted to the 

question of possible CIA involvement. On May 3 for 
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example, I was informed by Robert B. Olsen, senior 
counsel, that "the Commission was created for the pur- 
pose of investigating the activities of the CIA within the 
United States; it was neither directed nor authorized to 
undertake a general re-investigation of the assassination 
of President Kennedy or even a general critique of the 
autopsy performed on the President’s body." In the re- 
port issued by the Rockefeller Commission, we find 
however, that the Commission went well beyond that 
point, discussing evidentiary aspects of the case that 
suggest Lee Harvey Oswald was the sole assassin and 
citing various medical experts to bolster that claim. It is 
in this context that reference is made to a selected por- 
tion of my own testimony, as though I had concurred 
with the lone-assassin finding. , 

Obviously, it is a distortion to suggest, on the basis ot 
such a selected portion, that I concur with the Commis- 
sion's implied defense of the Warren Report when the 
great bulk of my testimony was directly to the opposite 
effect Nor can the Commission justify its neglect of my 
other testimony on the ground that it lay outside its 
purposes of investigating only the question of CIA in- 
volvement when, in fact, its report went considerably 
beyond that question. 

I asked for the opportunity to testify to the Commission 
directly and on the full range of my work on the medical 
and scientific aspects of the case. Although broad, this 
request was not intended to embrace a "general re- 
investigation of the assassination." My request for direct 
testimony was not granted. 

By May 5, two days before my deposition to the statt, 
had learned that the Rockefeller Commission had ap- 
pointed a special panel of experts to review the autopsy 
and other medical and scientific evidence in the case^ 
All had strong ties to the federal government or with 
persons who had formerly participated in studies defend- 
ing the Warren Report. The panel was made up of 
people who are or have been associated with the Balti- 
more Medical Examiner's Office, the Johns Hopkins 
School of Medicine's Department of Radiology, and the 
Armed Forces Institute of Pathology. These three 
facilities either supplied the members of the origina 
autopsy team or provided members of a panel appointed 
by the justice Department in 1968 to defend the Warren 
Report. Furthermore, David W. Belin, executive director 



of the Rockefeller Commission, was one of the principal 
architects of the Warren Report in his capacity as staff 
counsel; he has spent much of the past 10 years defend- 
ing the report and attacking its critics. 

Additionally, the Rockefeller Commission did nothing 
to secure the release of certain items of medical and 
scientific evidence. In contrast, other critics and I have 
persisted in our efforts to obtain these materials. Only by 
full disclosure of all the facts will this case be resolved. 
From the statements attributed to members of the Belin- 
appointed panel, it is not clear that they are even aware 
of some of this evidence. 

Two recently disclosed items have been withheld by 
the government for more than 10 years: autopsy speci- 
mens of the President's brain and specialized analysis of 
the bullet fragments. A "memorandum of transfer, pre- 
pared in 1965 by Admiral George Burkley, then White 
House physician, shows that numerous tissue sections 
and most probably the President's brain had been turned 
over to Evelyn Lincoln, the assassinated President's sec- 
retary, while she was working at the National Archives on 
papers for the John F. Kennedy Library. A copy of this 
memorandum was made available to me in April 1975. 
From it, we know that these materials existed in 1965 
and were in the possession of responsible persons. They 
are extremely important autopsy materials, essential to a 
thorough, scientific review of the case. Yet no one has 
been allowed to examine them since 1963, and we do 
not even know what happened to them after their trans- 
fer to Mrs. Lincoln in 1965. How could the Belin panel 
do a competent job without seeing these materials? 

The spectrographic analysis of bullet fragments is dis- 
closed in a collection of papers and notes from the FBI 

Why has hard evidence supporting 
alternative theories been shunned? 

Laboratory. These papers were made available to me just 
about a week before my deposition by FBI Director 
Clarence Kelley after more than a year of effort on my 
part and unlawful delay (under the Freedom of Informa- 
tion Act) by the Justice Department. 

In addition, data on neutron activation analysis of 
bullet fragments apparently exist. 

Instead of pursuing data such as these, Mr. Belin as 
- early as March 1 indicated what the Commission's con- 
clusions were likely to be. A UPI news dispatch on that 
date quoted him as saying that conspiracy theories about 
President Kennedy's assassination are cases of "invisible 
gunmen shooting invisible bullets." In fact, the theories 
being given prominence in the press at that time were 
among the least supportable criticisms of the Warren 
Report and provided rickety strawmen that Belin could 
easily knock over. 
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In contrast, not one of the three papers I have pub- 
lished presenting "hard evidence" 12 ' 3 has been refuted 
by Mr. Belin or even addressed by him, nor any other 
defender of the Warren Commission, 

Why did the Rockefeller Commission shun hard evi- 
dence that alternative theories to the lone-assassin con- 
clusion are valid and that the Warren Commission's 
principal conclusion is wrong? The crux of the failure to 
solve the case lies in the "single-bullet theory," the 
hypothesis that President Kennedy's back and throat 
wounds and all of Governor Connally's wounds were 
caused by one bullet. The Warren Commission adopted 
this hypothesis against overwhelming physical, medical, 
and ballistic evidence that it could not be correct. It did 
so even against the objections of at least two of its own 
members. The hypothesis, however, was essential to the 
lone-assassin conclusion. As an example of a case where 
the desired conclusions dictated the selection of evi- 
dence, the supposed showcase of investigative 
thoroughness into America's crime of the century, must 
rank number one. 

The autopsy was conducted in a military facility under 
military command. Five Secret Service or FBI agents 

The failure to dissect and track 
the back wound is perplexing 

were in the room. One roll of film of photos taken by a 
medical corpsman during the autopsy was seized by a 
Secret Service agent and ruined by deliberate exposure 
to light. 

Because the presence of the anterior neck wound was 
not known or discovered at autopsy, no attempt was 
made to overcome the problems created by the tracheos- 
tomy and to examine it. The failure to communicate with 
the attending physicians in Dallas is perplexing. Even 
more so is the failure to dissect and track the back 
wound, especially since no exit wound was evident and 
x-rays showed no bullet. 

In cases of gunshot wounds in the head, the routine 
procedure is to take coronal sections through the brain. 
This was not done. 

The transcript of an executive session of the Warren 
Commission for January 27, 1964, shows that the mem- 
bers at that time — two months after the assassination 
were under the impression that the throat wound was 
caused by a bullet fragment. From this transcript, which 
was withheld from the public for more than 10 years, it 
becomes evident that the Commission at that time did 
not have the autopsy report later published. What they 
apparently did have was an earlier and much different 
version Why would an autopsy report be changed? 

On August 23 and 24, 1972, I was the first pathologist 
• 24 outside the government to be allowed to inspect the 



autopsy evidence in the National Archives in 
Washington, D.C. This evidence, however, does not 
include the brain or the sections prepared for micro- 
scopic examination. Nor were the sections taken 
through the skin at supposed wound sites on the scalp 
and upper back available. These items are described in 
the supplemental autopsy report in volume 1 6 of the 
Warren Commission Exhibits. Color photographs taken 
of the interior of the chest also are missing. Their exis- 
tence was indicated in testimony by Commander James 
J. Humes of the government autopsy team. The path of 
the bullet that purportedly passed through the upper 
back could be determined from these photos. 

Even without these mysteriously missing items, how- 
ever, the single bullet theory cannot be sustained In 
three previous articles, I have discussed the scientific 
evidence that points to the use of two rifles, to the shots 
being fired from points farther west in the Texas School 
Book Depository Building than indicated by the Warren \ 
Report and from two different floors, and to the improb- 
ability that the same bullet that passed through Presi- 
dent Kennedy's shoulder and trachea also struck Gover- 
nor Connally's back, broke his rib and wrist, and hit his 
femur. 

The available medical evidence shows that all shots 
were fired from the rear. It also indicates that one bullet 
hit the President's shoulder and another his head. On the 
basis of available data, no conclusion is possible as to 
whether any of the bullet specimens were part of the 
fatal missile that struck the President's head. 

One nearly intact bullet was recovered from under a 
stretcher at Parkland Hospital and two bullet fragments | 
were found in the Presidential limousine. In addition, 
"smears" from bullets were evident on the car's P 
windshield and on a nearby curb. Analysis revealed that 
both smears were composed of lead. 

The Warren Commission concluded that the nearly 
intact bullet had struck both President Kennedy and 
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The bullet was recovered in a remarkably 
unscathed condition, losing only about 
2.5 gm over its bone-shattering course 

> Governor Connally. After passing from a point i appmxi- 

• mately 4.5 cm to the right of the spine s "I'dlme and 
some 6 cm below the lowest crease of the back of the 

* President's neck, this bullet is said to have exited at the 
midline of the throat, some 15 cm away Upon exi 

| singed the left edge of Kennedy s tie k " ot Then ' ! f 
Warren Commission conclusion is to be e iev , 
bullet made an acute right turn in midair to strike the fa 
right side of Governor Connally's back near the axilla 
fractured the right fifth rib and exited ) ust bel ™ 
right nipple. Next, it is said to have struck 5 cm above 
the wrist^oint and exited 2 cm from the wrist crease ion 
the palm side, leaving behind a comminuted fracture of 
the right radius. Finally, this single bullet is said to have 
pierced Connally's left thigh, and a small metal fragment 
(revealed by x-ray) lodged in the femur 

The single bullet said to have done all this, it must be 
stressed, was recovered in a remarkably unscathed con- 
dition. It weighed approximately 159 gnn. This means 
that along its bone-breaking route, it had lost on y 
about 2 to 2.5 gm, an unlikely condition after such a 
course. X-rays of the chests of both men and of the rig 
wrist and left thigh of Connally show metallic fragments, 
indicating that the bullet or bullets lost mass over the 
course. Based on my extensive experience as a forensic 
pathologist, I am certain that such a trail o Jagments m 
four locations in two different persons could not add up 
to the small amount of metal missing from the recovered 

^Furthermore, the upper 2 cm of the bullet (nose ar ^ 
midportion), which was fully jacketed in copper, exhibit 
no gross, visible deformities, areas of mutilation or loss 
of substance. One small piece was removed from the 
jacket for spectrographic analysis by the FBI, according 
to a notation in the records. There is no other deformity 
in the upper two-thirds of the bullet. A minimal flatten- 
ing is evident in the lower third and perhaps there was 
minimal outpouring of the inner lead core onto foca 
portions of the copper rim at the base. Could a bullet tha 
had caused as much damage as this one is reputed to 
have done remained in this condition? l am certain it 
could not. It would have been more deformed and 
scarred and would have lost more substance. I am con- 
vinced of this particularly because one of the bones 
shattered was the distal end of the radius, a very dense 
bone, especially in a man the size of Governor Connally, 
who is 6' 4" tall. t nf 

In addition to this bullet, two copper ragmen s o 

bullets were found in the front of the car. No report has 



even been made public as to whether these two frag- 
ments were part of the same bullet or from two separate 
ones. Such determination could have been made by 
neutron activation analysis. Such tests, in which a 
specimen is irradiated in a nuclear reactor and the in- 
duced radioanalysis assayed, apparently were done at 
the Atomic Energy Commission in 1964. These studies 
are alluded to in a letter written by FBI Director ). Edgar 
Hoover on July 8, 1964. Why were the findings de- 
rived from this highly sensitive testing method not made 
public for more than nine years? 

The angles of the back wounds' in the two men also 
deserve attention. On the basis of wound lines post- 
ulated by the 1968 review panel, I calculate that Ken- 
nedy was struck by a bullet travelling downward at an 
angle of 9.5 to 13.5 degrees relative to the horizontal 
plane and right to left at an angle of 1 5.5 to 1 9.5 degrees 
relative to the sagittal plane. Witnesses before the War- 
ren Commission estimated that the bullet that hit Con- 
nally was traveling at a downward angle of 25 degrees 
and right to left at 20 degrees. On the basis of these 
calculations, I believe that shots striking the two men 
were fired from different windows and that neither origi- 
nated where the rifle was found. 

Tests of the rifle found in the Texas School Book D 
pository have demonstrated that it could not be refired in 
less than 2.3 seconds. Governor Connally was wounded 
less than twd seconds after President Kennedy was 
struck in the back. This, undoubtedly, is why the Warren 
Commission came up with the single-bullet theory. It 
was the only way to explain away the rifle firing lag. 

My questioning by a commission staff member was 
detailed and tenacious; in fact, the questions were much 
more in the form of cross examination than simple 
elicitation of direct testimony. I have written Vice Pres- 
ident Rockefeller that I shall be most interested to learn 
whether the transcript of depositions will reveal the same 
manner of questioning of other persons called, particu- 
larly those whose avocational research has led them to 
concur with the Warren Report. 

Why are the transcripts not being made public. Why 
was the original autopsy report revised? Why are known 
data and materials not being utilized to solve the case. 
Why must the official explanation remain that a lone 
assassin fired two or three shots and that a single bullet 
traveled an impossible course and emerged virtually 
unscathed? Is a conspiracy being concealed? ■ 



1 EF WECHT CH: Pathologist's view of IFK autopsy: an unsolved case. 
2 WOU C CH? ?n< 3 assassination: 'a prolonged and willful cover- 

President |ohn F. Kennedy. Forensic Sc. 3.105-120. w/e 



25 



THE IOURNAL OF LEGAl MEDICINE □ JULY/AUGUST 1975 



• >. Vy: 



uuu b 






■ 



. 






